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REPLY BRIEF 


Sir: 


The following sets forth Appellant's Reply to the Examiner's Answer dated November 6, 


The Examiner argued that the Examiner has established a prima facie case of 
obviousness, and that Appellant has not rebutted the prima facie case of obviousness. 1 1/6/2006 
Examiner's Answer at 3. The Examiner pointed to the teaching in Patel '298 at column 3, lines 
38-44, as suggesting the modification of Patel '298 to achieve the claimed invention. Id. at 4. 
The cited passage in column 3 of Patel states that multiple, isolated fluid paths are used to 
produce from different zones. The Examiner argued that the motivation to modify Patel '298 is 
based on the following: "ensure the isolation of fluid flow coming from a third zone and holding 
gravel packing in space at a third zone . . . ." 1 1/6/2006 Office Action at 4. 


2006. 
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Although Patel '298 does suggest that isolation of multiple fluid paths is desirable, the 
Examiner has cited to no passage in Patel '298 that would have suggested the use of multiple 
annular paths in the context of an apparatus that has at least three sand control assemblies, and at 
least three flow control devices to respectively control flow of the at least three flow conduits, 
where at least two of the flow conduits include annular paths. 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that a prima facie case of obviousness has not been 
established, since the Examiner has failed to cite objective evidence that would have provided 
the requisite suggestion to modify Patel '298 to provide the multiple annular paths in the context 
of the claimed invention. 

In view of the foregoing, reversal of all final rejections is respectfully requested. 
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